The VIABLUE Rocket cable lifter system briefing

REVIEW by Tom Martin | May 10, 2025
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In this briefing | cover the VIABLUE Rocket cable lifter system. I've been using these for several months now and have found
them quite useful and enjoyable. Let’s find out why.

VIABLUE is a cable and accessories manufacturer, located in Germany. As a reviewer, | am constantly wiring and re-wiring my
reference system and when | saw the Rocket XL and Rocket lifters | had the feeling they might work for my application. Reviews
aren’t about the reviewer or the reviewer’s tastes however, so let's examine the idea here so that you can determine if the
Rocket or Rocket XL might work for you.

The idea of the Rocket is simple: build a metal stand with two O-rings and a rubber base. The stand moves the cables off the
floor, and the O-rings allow cables to be separated into three levels. Building the stand from metal gets some mass into the
equation, and limits (but doesn’t prevent) the tendency of the stands to fall over.

The O-rings are surprisingly easy to detach and re-attach, an operation that can be done with one hand. | found this
useful’'when cables were located in difficult-to-reach areas.

The stands are available in 3 colors: black, charcoal grey and silver. You can see all the colors here, though | suspect a
normal when cables were located in difficult-to-reach areas.

The stands are available in 3 colors: black, charcoal grey and silver. You can see all the colors here, though | suspect a
normal installation would be monochromatic. | also found that using the Rocket’s different O-ring levels made the most
sense for cables that are not working at the same time (e.g. cables from different phono preamps or different line inputs like
CD and streamer).

For speaker wiring or other cables operating together (e.g. a preamp output and a DAC output), dedicated lifters made
sense to my brain.
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The Basic ldea

The main thing is Convenience. Audio reviewers, and some consumers, change components or wiring frequently. Some find
that having the wiring spaced with greater distances makes it easier to re-route cables needed with new configurations. And this
routing can support more secure connections at each termination, especially with heavy cables.

Some people also feel careful routing looks nicer. You could accomplish some of what the Rockets do with homemade items, so
the investment in a manufactured product is at least partially aesthetic (and partly for ease of use).

Additionally, engineers who know more about signal integrity than | do suggest that cable spacing can matter for electrical
performance in some systems. So, before we go any further, | should say a word about why cable separation might matter.
Readers and viewers have asked for some explanation of why manufacturers claim things do things. Specifically, some readers
want there to be a mechanism that makes claims about performance seem more or less reasonable (only a partial explanation
is requested because a full explanation often involves calculus and extensive knowledge of electrical engineering and
mechanical engineering and materials science; readers generally cannot follow nor can we produce these). | should also note
that manufacturers could address this issue more directly with some measurements, and to this end a few limited tests are cited
in the appendix.

Apologies for the length and complexity of what follows.

The Question

Manufacturers of cable lifters suggest that cable separation can help reduce external (environmental) noise sources corrupting
the signals carried by cables. Now, | must repeat this: | don’'t know if cable lifters work to improve signal integrity. As a reporter
and reviewer, | keep an open mind, however.

The null hypothesis that cable lifters cannot under any circumstances be beneficial is asserted as true by many consumers.
That seems possibly correct. It also seems open to question.

It seems open to question given the research papers and electrical principles involved (see notes at the end in the appendix).

It seems open to question because both pro and consumer audio use balanced cables at times, and the understanding of these
is that they help reduce environmental noise conducted in cables, so we might assume from this practice that environmental
noise is an issue.

It seems open to question because shielding is used in some cables, and shielding is thought to reduce environmentally borne
(i.e. from outside the cables) noise in cabling.

It seems open to question because extensive effort is made by printed circuit board designers to carefully lay out wiring traces
to limit noise from adjacent lines and components.

It seems open to question because many audiophiles have had the experience that proximity between devices and cables can
at time cause high-level audible noise.

It seems logically odd that we accept the above conditions as worth addressing but then declare inter-component cable
proximity to be absolutely immaterial. The fierceness of the null hypothesis may, of course, simply be a statement of frustration
that “we’ve done so much to reduce noise, surely there can’t be more to do!” Or it may be reasoning from simplicity: “something
so mundane can'’t possibly work!” Or it may be an indirect assertion that there are effects, but that they aren’t audible (more on
that a bit later).

To address the reader request, what follows are simply the mechanisms provided by manufacturers for why there might be
benefit. You can decide if these mechanisms, and the supporting research cited, are credible or sufficient for you to do
something about it.
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Cable Lifters, Wire Dressing and Signal Integrit y

Note: before reading this, it may be helpful to abandon the idea that electricity flows in wires like water through a pipe, if that’s
what your learned in high school physics. It is more complex than that, for example with magnetic and electrostatic fields being
generated and not contained by the wires. If you look at Maxwell’s equations and Ampere’s Law and Faraday’s Law, you will
see that electromagnetism is at work in signal transfer. There is more in the references below.

Here are some simple effects offered by engineers for why cable lifters and cable dressing may be helpful:

Electromagnetic waves produced by currents in two wires can interfere with each other, leading to effects like crosstalk where a
signal from one wire affects another. It may or may not be a big deal, although when audiophiles are attending to >120 db
signal-to-noise ratios, we can be talking about signals at, say, 1 microvolts as important. There are measurements listed in the
appendix that show much worse than -100 db crosstalk (e.g. -31 db), for cable spacing from 2 inches to 6 inches. Note that the
test conditions are not identical to audio usage.

The field that is less discussed but potentially more important is the electrostatic field. This is said to matter greatly as this is
how most radio frequency (RF) noise is induced into a cable and modulates (distorts) the low-level signal. Thus, a pressing
issue may be induced RF noise that is capacitively coupled into a cable (the electrostatic field). That will create a modulation
or masking effect that reduces resolution of low-level signals. We have had the experience of RF coupling into line cables
driving amplifiers into thermal overload. Proper shielding should prevent this but note that shielding only measures as reducing
interference by 20-60 db (it is a filter).

We talked to cable makers, and they said “for most of cables, around 5” to 6” from each cable to any solid surface such as a
floor or cabinet will reduce the coupling. One needs to be practical, but these are technical ideals.” There is a paper at the end
suggesting minimum 2” separation between cables as a rule of thumb.

The issue with the floor, even when conductive pipes and other materials aren’t present is the relative ease of a dielectric
insulation material like wood, marble, stone, brick, or carpet to couple RF noise directly into a cable, versus suspension of said
cable in air, the latter having far greater electrostatic resistance. Thus, it is said, coupling of induced noise is greatly diminished.

Static electricity can also affect signals in cables, sometimes causing issues like signal dropouts or reduced data transfer
speeds. Static electricity, also known as Electrostatic Discharge (ESD), can disrupt or even damage electronic components.
This can happen when static charges build up and discharge through cables, especially in environments where static is
prevalent.

As | said, this is not proof; these are possible mechanisms supported by some measurements. These mechanisms are what
engineers working on cables and electronics point out can happen. You can decide if these mechanisms are worth attending to.

Value

| will mention, in case it is helpful, that the set of changes that may make small audible differences, like cables, cables lifters
and isolation, and better connections seem to add up. And they may be more significant as system sophistication increases. It
helps, in my experience, to understand that these adjustments aren’t like switching speakers, where you go from one set of
large errors to another set of large, easily noticed errors. That, however, doesn’t automatically mean the differences with cable
products aren’t useful. The differences tend to show up in the ability of a stereo system to resolve small details and timing
information. You may or may not find these to be audible, and if you are still working on voicing your system, cables and cable
lifters are not likely the most effective approach. On the other hand, if you are investing in high-end cables and don’t have cable
lifters some suggest you may get sub-optimal results. A similar bit of logic could be applied about budgets. Spending $2k on
cable lifters, even assuming that lifters work, for a $10,000 system is probably not good budget management.
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Summary

| found that the VIABLUE Rocket and Rocket XL cable lifters worked as | wanted and as | imagine you would want. They are
easy to use, make re-wiring easier, and | found them attractive. The Rocket and Rocket XL may be appropriate for well-
developed systems and could be considered necessary for some.

Test references on cable interactions:

By Tom Martin

More articles from this editor
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